year, and 9 downstream from the tagging site. Four tagged fish were recaptured in other areas: 2 in Chesapeake Bay, 1 in Pamlico Sound, and 1 in Narragansett Bay. Recaptures of marked fish are shown in Table 1 .
One shad tagged on the spawning ground in tile Pamunkey was recaptured on tile spawning ground in the Mattaponi the following spring. Hammer (1942:3,t-5 ) made a study of scales and body measurements of adult shad taken in the Chesapeake Bay area and suggested the existence of at least two populations within the York system. Unpublished data based on studies conducted by the author on juvenile shad collected over a 3-year period from each tributary, showed no significant differences between scute, pectoral, anal, and dorsal fin ray counts. The five tagged fish recaptured on the spa~'ning grounds the following year indicated that most shad return to their home tributary, but the meristic studies and the one tag return suggested some intermingling probably occurred on the spawning grounds.
The wide geographical distribution of tags returned from outside the river system the season after tagging was not surprising since Talbot and Sykes (op. ('it.:482) found that shad tagged on the spawning grounds in the ttudson and Connecticut Rivers were recaptured in the spring of thc following year from North Carolina to Long Island. They found as the time of spawning approached, that the recaptures were made nearer the mouth of the rivet" where the fish had been t'tgged and to which they were apparently returning. In the present study, the marked fish recaptured outside the river could conceivably have been en route to their parent stream to complete the spawning cycle or may have completed the cycle before being recaptured. None was recaptured on the spawning ground in any other river, which suggested that sh'~d having spawned once in the York River system wouht return to this system to spawn again. The results of this and other studies suggested that York River shad possess a strong homing tendency.
Mr (Cowles, 1930:355-6) or from Chincoteague Bay. Blake (1953:29) has recorded fossil P. herbsti from Wailes Bluff, St. Mary's County, in Pleistocene deposits near Cornfield Harbor a few miles above the Potomac River mouth. This note brings together all the available recent records and firmly establishes its occurrence in this region.
Fifty-one specimens of P. herbsti have been collected between 1956 and 1960 from Chesapeake and Chincoteague Bays (Fig. 1) . Forty-two were collected in Chincoteague Bay, of which sex data for 17 (14 males, 3 females) are available. Nine specimens were taken ill Chesapeake Bay's Tangier Sound (1 male, 1 female), Pai.uxent River (2 males), and Potomac River tributaries of Breton Bay (1 male) and St. Mary's River (3 males, 1 female). Of those captured in Chincoteague Bay, 38 were captured by setting 150 traps on three occasions (September, 1956, and June and August, 1957) . These were set in five lines across the bay as part of another study.
Data for 26 specimens are given in Table 1 . 
